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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7-10, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Roussel et al.(WP 99/45205) in view of Hoeft et al.(U.S. Patent 
6,551 ,691 ) U.S. Patent 6,599,614 is considered an English language equivalent for 
Roussel et al. and all column and line numbers refer thereto. 

Roussel et al. discloses a method of making a multilayer web wherein a first 
web(2) embossed with a pattern is brought into contact with a second web(4), adhesive 
is applied via a glue transfer roller(54) in contact with a glue application device(55) to 
the exterior of the second web, and a third web(3) embossed with a pattern is brought 
into contact with the second web so that the patterns of the embossments line 
up. (Figure 2) The reference also discloses the process can be performed with two 
adhesive applicators(Col. 8, II. 35-38) but does not describe the process in more detail. 
One in the art reading Roussel et al. would appreciate that adhesive has already been 
applied between the second and third webs and that the obvious location of a second 
adhesive applicator would be between the first and second webs since there is no 
adhesive between them in Figure 2 while there is already adhesive between the second 
and third webs in Figure 2. This would effectively apply glue to the first web in a pattern 
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corresponding to an embossed pattern, bring a second web into contact with the 
first(Col. 7, II. 62-64), then apply glue to the second web in a pattern corresponding to 
the first adhesive pattern since the reference snows the embossments are aligned and 
all three webs are intended to be bonded together at the embossments, and then bring 
a third web into contact with the second web. 

The reference does not disclose patterned glue transfer rollers having three- 
dimensional patterns of protuberances. Hoeft et al. discloses it is known to apply glue 
to webs when forming the same type of article as Roussel et al. using a patterned glue 
transfer roller having protuberances since this allows application of the adhesive to only 
part of the embossment surfaces, improving flexibility.(Col. 7, II. 60-65) It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use 
patterned glue transfer rollers with protuberances in the process of Roussel et al. since 
this would allow application of the adhesive to only part of the embossment surfaces, 
improving flexibility.(Col. 7, II. 60-65) 

Regarding claim 2, Roussel et al. shows only one lamination roller(61) after the 
second glue transfer roll. (Figure 2) 

Regarding claim 5, Roussel et al. discloses embossing the first web(2) before 
contacting it with the second web(4). (Figure 2) 

Regarding claims 7 and 8, these appear to be well-known and conventional 
ranges for the size of the adhesive drop and the number of adhesive locations, and it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use any well-known and conventional ranges for the size of the adhesive drops 
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and the number of drops in an area since they are well-known and conventional. It is 
noted that the upper range for the size of the drops is over 1 centimeter across, clearly 
encompassing the well-known drop sizes of multi-layer webs since such conventional 
materials rarely have drop sizes that large. 

Regarding claim 9, since the adhesive can be applied to only part of the 
embossed pattern and that this improves flexibility, one in the art would appreciate that 
this would suggest the adhesive patterns are not completely aligned as complete 
alignment would not appear to improve flexibility. 

3. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Roussel 
et al. and Hoeft et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Schulz(U.S. 
Patent 6,277,226). 

The references cited above do not disclose the adhesive pattern between the 
first and second webs aligning with all of the adhesive pattern between the second and 
third webs. However, Roussel et al. discloses this process can be used for conventional 
two-ply tip-to-tip apparatus to form three ply webs.(Col. 8, II. 27-30) Schulz shows it is 
known to align all of the protuberances on one web with those on another. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to use two embossing rollers in Roussel et al. wherein all of the embossments align so 
that the glue applied to the embossments would align since Roussel et al. shows this 
process is can used with conventional two ply apparatus, i.e. would form conventional 
two ply webs, and Schulz shows a conventional two ply web with aligned 
embossments.(Figure 2) 
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4. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
references as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Schulz(U.S. Patent 
4,325,768). 

The references cited above do not disclose an additional embossing step after 
lamination of the embossed webs of Roussel et al. Schulz '768discloses embossing a 
multi-layer embossed laminate after lamination of the webs.(Figure 1) This lamination 
improves softness since it combines closely spaced embossments like those of Roussel 
et al. with less closely spaced spot embossments.(Col. 1, II. 51-56) It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to emboss 
the multi-layer web after lamination since this would combine the closely spaced 
embossments of Roussel et al. and Hoeft et al. with relatively large further apart 
embossments improving the softness and bulk of the web.(Col. 1 , II. 51-56) 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1. Claim 28 is allowed. 

2. Claims 3 and 1 1 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
regarding claim 3, the prior art of record does not teach or fairly suggest a first 
lamination roller after the first glue applicator and a second lamination roller after the 
second glue applicator. The first lamination roller is considered to be opposite(i.e. at the 
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same location) as the first glue applicator since the glue would be applied to the 
embossments, and the embossing roller which forms the embossments acts as the first 
lamination roller. Regarding claim 1 1 , the prior art of record does not teach or fairly 
suggest the two adhesives being applied having different chemical compositions or 
physical properties. Regarding claim 28, the prior art of record does not teach or fairly 
suggest applying adhesive to unembossed web and joining them together in the order 
required by the claim. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 2, 4-10, 12, and 29 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Barbara J. Musser whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 1222. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday; alternate 
Fridays. 

> 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Crispino can be reached on (571)-272-1226. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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